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Sir: 



In response to the Examiner's Answer, the Applicant provides the following reply tathe 
new arguments raised for the first time by the Answer. ^ 

Specifically, the Examiner now contends that the claims calling for indicating > „ j w 
information about the subject matter of a message can be read on anything providing any 
information about the nature of the call Just because the word "nature" was utilized in the 
specification, the Examiner attempts to redefine the term "subject matter" to include any 
information about the call. The definition of subject matter of the call is clear and does not mean 
how urgent is the call. It is contrary to well accepted English usage to suggest that an indication 
of the urgency of the call tells the subject matter of the call. 

Clearly, the Examiner is grasping at straws here. The term subject matter is clear. It 
includes the nature of the call, but not how urgent is the call. It includes the subject matter of the 
call, not its urgency. Therefore, merely providing information about the urgency of the call does 
not meet the claimed invention. 



Date of Deposit:. 



t 



The problem solved with the claimed invention is when you have a voice mail that has no 
subject provided with it, how do you convert the message into text and extract the subject? The 
Applicant solved this problem and the cited reference never even addressed it. 

To suggest that simply converting the indicated urgency of the call to text provides a 
subject matter for the call is to beg the entire invention and to distort normal English usage. 

Therefore, the rejection should be reversed. 
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BRIEF TRANSMITTAL 



Sir: 



Transmitted herewith in triplicate is the Reply Brief in this application with respect .tij the ' 
Notice of Appeal filed on October 9, 200 1 . 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be required, or 
credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 20-1504. A duplicate copy of this sheet is 
enclosed. 
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